JOAN    OF    ARC
upon him. Laxart told Jacques d'Arc that his wife needed
Joan's help during a coming confinement and was allowed
to take her to his farm at Burey, a village on the way
to Vaucouleurs. She left with him in January 1429 and
never saw Domremy again.
NOTE
Practically all of Joan's historians have accepted, and repeated,
the story that she made a previous visit to Robert de Baudricourt
under Laxart's auspices in May of 1428. It seems to me to be based
on extremely inconclusive evidence. Joan stated at her trial that her
stay with her uncle lasted eight days; he declared to the Com-
missioners of the Rehabilitation that she was with him six weeks
all together; and from this discrepancy it has been inferred that there
must have been two visits, of which Joan referred only to one.
Against this must be set the fact that neither Joan nor Laxart in
their testimony remotely suggest that there were two visits; that
Laxart was testifying after twenty-seven years, when he; might have
been confusing the time that he was with Joan all together, during part
of her stay at Vaucouleurs and the journey to Nancy mentioned in
the next chapter; and that it is highly improbable that he could
have got her away from home twice when they had to resort to a
ruse to get her away even once.
Another witness at the Rehabilitation, Bertrand dc Poulengy,
deposed that she came to Vaucouleurs "toward the time of the
Ascension of Our Lord," saw Baudricourt and returned with Laxart
to her father's house. This is the only specific reference to a visit
in the spring of 1428. But again it must be remembered that Poulengy
was speaking after many years; he could not have known whether
Joan returned to Burey or Domremy with Laxart; and when he
says that "later" she returned to Vaucouleurs, at the beginning of
Lent, it certainly sounds as if he meant a week or two rather than
after nearly nine months.
All the probabilities are against Poulengy's statement. Jean de
Metz who, with him, escorted Joan to Ghinon, not only says nothing
of an earlier visit but by his testimony renders such a visit impossible.
Both witnesses make Joan stress the importance of being with the
long before mid-Lent of 1429, so, it must seem, they are both refer-
ring to the same interview; but Jean de Metz continues her con-
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